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RPR-24-2008 82 JoF FROM

TO: 13158812255

Vie Serifovski, Esq.
15450 E. Jefferson, Ste. 160
Grosse Pointe Park, M 48230

Re: Judge Jeanzetre O'Baoner-Owens
Evelyn Dubosc v. Honda Collier and Gary King

Dear Ms, Serifovski,

{ appealed a decision of Magistrate Shannon regarding 2 smali claims matter that | had filed.

Judge Shamnon had ruled for Honda Collier and Gary King. He made a bad decision and & was very wniair.

When we were at court on July 1, 2005 in front of judge Owens, Mr. King did not show up.  Ms. Collier
wantted to represent Mr. King and the judge would not allow it. After the judge made this ruling Ms.
Collier became very upset. She was very rude and spoke to the judge in a very disregpectful and mean
wey. At all time during the hesring, Ms. Collier was swinging her head back and forth waving her arms in
the air while speaking and constantiy rolling her at eyes at both the judpe and me. When the judge would
ask her a2 question she would avoid her questions by going into some long winded explagation. Ms. Collier
raised her voice to the judgs. As T remember she stormed out of the courtroom before the case was even

vver. Becuuse she was waitng outside the judge asked me to stay in the courtroom until she had left the
building.

I cannot even explain to you what a hardship living next door to this woman has caused me. She
has not stopped n her efforts o intimidate me and she do what she wants to do.  After the hearing in Judge
Owens’ courtrooms. Mr. King and Ms. Coilier appealed her decision and the matter was heard in front of
Judge Bradfield. Judge Brodficld was very respectful and gave us both an equal oppormunity to present our
case. After the judge heard the evidence he ruled in my faver. Ms. Collier still barasses and tries to
intimidate me. She has thrown grass snd sand and dirt on my property several times as a result of her
dissatisfaction with the court ruling. 1 had to call the police our 10 myy home several times in order 1o
protect nry property and ary family. The poiice instucted me to et a PPO against Ms, Collier and [ did.
‘Now, | found out that Ms. Coilier and Mr. King wishes to appeal Judge Brodfield's decision. | also found
out that Ms. Collier has filed « simlar grievance against Judge Bradficld claiming that he did not give her

the opportunity to present her case. My, Collier will do anything to get her way so that she ¢an continue to
harass me.

Sjneerely,

L frmn

Evelyn Dubose
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L Withaut prejudice L With prejudice

- ORDER OF JUDGMENT
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Dar ages ) Cther conditicns, if any:

3
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$__ o
Judgment 3 5Z/§fg =5 *7
Tt s judgment will arn intarbst at cutrent statutory rates.

1A sote or other written evidence of indebtednass has been filed with the ¢

A

for cancellation.

T} Aiproved as to form, notice of aniry waived.

IT 1S ORDERED that this judgment is granted.

z/= /)

Juggm nt date /

2
Z 7"/7/%/

é‘ L/L / ' "Bar’no.
Plaintif fAttorney Dafendant/Attorney
Judg nent has been entered and will be final unless within 21 days of judgment date a motion for new triaf or an appeal is filed.
| CERTIFICATE OF MAILING |
[ certly that a copy of this judgment was served upon the other party(ies) or their attorney(s) by ordinary mail at the above
addre ss(es).

Date

Signature

MC 1o 201y JUDGMENT, CIVIL MCR 2.60t, MCR 2.602, MCR 2.603
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AFFIDAVIT

JTC Grievance 02-14120

The undersigned, Corey Miller, states that if called as a witness in this matter, he
will testify as follows:

)

6)

7)

8)

At all times during my case before Judge Owens, I believe she was fair to
both me and the Defendant, Jay Singh.

[ do not believe Judge Owens was biased or prejudiced against Defendant
Singh because he may be from another county, or speaks with an accent.

In my opinion, Mr, Singh speaks English very well and was able to
articulate what he wanted to say at all times.

When [ signed the lease to rent the home from Defendant Singh, I was
roughly 25 or 26 years old. Defendant Singh was in his mid-forties.
Defendant Singh took advantage of me at the time the lease was signed, by
that | mean, he cheated me.

I sued Mr. Singh because he is dishonest and tied to cheat me out of my
security deposit and personal possessions. 1 sued him in small claims
court and the magistrate awarded me a judgment in my favor as to my
security deposit. However, the magistrate did not award me money for the

personal items (l.e. camera, grill, etc.) that Defendant Singh either stole
from me, or allowed someone else to steal.

Defendant Singh is a very dishonest man. [ believe he may have
discriminated against me because I am African American. It is also

possible that he simply took advantage of me because of my age and
inexperience.

In my opinion I have won in every court appearance regarding my case
against Mr. Singh. I won before Magistrate Costelio. I won before Judge
Owens and I have won twice before Judge Murphy on appeal. Defendant
Singh is a liar and cheat and three judges saw through his dishonesty.

I know that I have never had any improper contact with Judge Owens and
[ do not believe that my attorney had improper contact with Judge Owens.
[ believe Defendant Singh has made up all of these lies against Judge
Owens because he is mad that he has lost the case. '



The undersigned states that the above information is true to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief.

(o ZH 5403

Corey Miller 7 Date

. ) il

Subscribed and sworn before me, this ‘7/’

Day of YM . 2003, a Notary Public in
7

and for }\/“AEVNL, County,

State of WM
. .

Notary Public, Se/SAN £. 7 HoAAS
My Commission Expires: .2 /20 /0«
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AFFIDAVIT

JYC Grievance (12-14120

The undersigned, Wendy H. Barnwell, states that if called as a witness in this
matter, she will testify as follows:

Y

4)

Lh
g

0)

7

§)

9)

[ am an attorney who was licensed to practice law in Ohio in 1987, and in
Michigan in 1989,

[ represented Plaintiff Corey Miller in 36" District Court Case No. 02-
357602.

At hearings held before Judge Jeanette OBanner Owens on June 21, 2002

and August 21, 2002, Judge Owens treated all parties with courtesy and
respect.

At no time during the hearings held on June 21, and August 21, 2002, did
Judge Owens display bias or prejudice against Defendamt Jay Singh, or
anyone else involved in the case.

Defendant Singh had engaged in unreasonable dishonest and sleazy
conduct in his dealings with my client, Plaintiff Miller;

During the proceedings heid before Judge Owens, Mr. Singh took

positions that were not only without a legal basis, but were ridiculous as
well

Despite the fact that Mr. Singh had viclated applicable landlord tenant
laws by, a} not preparing a checklist before requiring a security deposit;
and, b) charging a security deposit equal to two months rent. Mr. Singh
atternpted to retain Mr. Miller’s security deposit.

At the various hearings In this matter, Mr. Singh offered no credibie
evidence to support his allegations that Mr. Miller had damaged the rental
property. In fact, the primary evidence Mr. Singh relied on were receipts
for repairs made prior to the time Mr. Miller ever occupied the property in
question.  Further, Mr. Singh could not even provide Judge Owens with
the date he took the alleged pictures of the rental property. '

At no time, did | ever have ex parte communications with Judge Owens
regarding Mr. Milier’s case. I truly resent such on ailegation because Mr.
Singh has-accused not only Judge Owens of impropriety, but me as well. |
find it both incredible and outrageous that because I was late to a hearing
before Judge Owens, due to commitments in another court, that Mr. Singh



would assume that when I finally arrived and Judge Owens took the
bench, that we had been engaged in and ex parte communication.

10) I have never socialized with Judge Owens, I do not know Judge Owens
personally and the only contact I have had with her is during appearances
in her court.

The undersigned states that the above information is true to the best of my

knowledge, information and belief.
//ﬁ//%ﬁm% 5/%3

Wendy H. Date

" Subscribed and sworn before me, this / %

Day of \ﬂ’btqn , 2003, a Notary Public in

and for \ \ MM County,

State of \/}u—%ﬂ,{f\/‘)

Notary Public, S MS’AW E.TrEMAS /
My Commission Expires: (0.2 420/
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FCR THE COUNTY CF WAYNE

COREY MIIIER,

g

}ed

. aintifi-Appellee,
-Vs~ NO. 01-136395~aYV
JAY SINGH, HON. JCHN A. MURPHY
Defendant-Appellant.

ALLEN J. DYER

ER (
Attorney for Appellant Attorney for apvelles
P.C. Box 721400 1120 Griswold 3Zuite 3100
Barkley. Mich. 48072-04GC0 Detrozic, MIchigan 48220
i ) (313)864-5026/564-4542
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Owens ended up centering two issues.
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monthly $100 pavment of “esarnest money, ”
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legitimate use there was no reasoenable expectation Mr

Miller could atitain the necessarv purchase price, or at least the
necess down pavment, nor did the contract even state what the
necessary amount was

The Court: See the heauty of the contract Ior Singh

is; 1t deesn’t state that $100 1s going to ge:z you

thers That’s vour assumption through mesting of the

mind where you thcough vou were mesting ¢f the mind with

Mr. Singh. 2ut he hasn’t even staved in %] :

vour down pavment is. SO you never Know

qualifiad. 3ee?
Record at 17. Alter Mr. Mililer fcld the Court thai he and Mr
Singh had failed to reach an agreement on damages within 45 davs,
the Judge held that Mr. Miller was entitlad to deuble the
sacurity depgsit Reccrd a2t Z4.

The parties disputed whv the locks had been changed. Mr.
Miller asszsrted that the locks had been changed on The 307, even

4

though he hed pald through the 31°F and had not completely moved
uT. Acccrding to Miller, the resulting lgoss oI access caused
nim teo loss a2 grill and a camera that he kept in the residence.
fecord at 21

Mr. Singh meintained that he had changed the lock on the 1°F
of The nex: menth, and that he changed the locks hecauss he fzound
the property with the doors open and the lights on Record at
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23—~ 5he mandatsd that Appellant 51t in the dury box.
According to Appellant, once in the Jury box he was aficrded no
meaningful cppertunity to partflcipate 1n the hearing. Mr. Singh
maintains that part of the reason the Judge appeared o
misunderstand his argumsnts is thal Engllsh is net his native
Languags
LEGAL ANALYSIS )
The Security Deposit

Mr. Singh contends that he was never aflorded proper notice
of whnat Mr. Miller would argue, ncr was he afforced proper
cpportunity to present evidencs

Any reascnabls perscn would that the Iissue oI
the security deposit woulc“have been ralsed before the district
court. The sscuriiv depesit, minus certaln coshis, was the Lasis
of the award in small-claims court and Mr. Singh cannot
reascnably maintain that he was surprised when the 1ssue came up
in district court.
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after he had kbeen lccked out, Mr. 3ingh has a hard time claimin

Kiff Contrachtnrs, Tne. v. Beeman, 10 Mich. App. 207 {1968)
Terminating a Lenancy unlawiully——as the District Court found had
happened 1in this case--and then zsking that the tenant be
penalized for fziling to adhere to nicetles of p:ccaau:e——seems‘
particularly inecuitable. This would be especially frue here,

tenancy ended. Under Appellant’s version, Mr.
him and teld him he intended tfo move cut by July 28, 2001, but
that he would contact Bppellant when he moved out completely

Appellant’s Brief at 9. 1f 1s unclear precisely when the lock-
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cnlv half the deposiz. But this claim has been raised for the
first time on apreal tec this Court and we therefcrs conslider



wailved. Sse Ca§eela:1a v. B.C. Gen. Contractors, 236 Mich. App

5) B3 (19%9) (appellate review normally limited to issues decided
by the trial court), lv. apo. denied, (May 2, 2000) Because
Appellee would not have the opportunity to rebut the presumption

of egqual contribution by the co-tenants to the security d

=F . Danielscr v, Lazoski, 202 Mich. Rpp. €23 J12%5), raising zhe
issue on appe is particularly lnappropriate

security deposit, but limit it to double the amcunt wrongfully

damages of $8CC. The record is not illuminating on the sublect)

Judd¢e OfBanner-Owens states, in a conclusory manner, that $800 1s

After pointing out to Mr. Singh that his loc k out of
Mr. Miller had been illegal, Judge C'Banner-Owens reached the
issue of damages:
The Court: . . . Check and see if anvbody cut there

that has rental property where the persaon paying
through the month is geoing out changing the locks.
You'll find an illegal person that subject to jail.

This Court has Jurisdiction based on the record,
and Public Act 348.172 tc award twice the amount for
the security deposit alleged land contract under the
statement of a rental agreement $2,200 and $800 for
property loss. I would suggest you order the
transcript and take it to the Detroit pcolice. That's
an illegal act. You alsc spent $36 tc £f£ile this case
service charge, can be added to your costs. Judgment
for the plaintiff of $3,036.00. Theres's no appeal.
Officer Oriel here is the paperwcrk back.

You can't lock people cut and change their locks,
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CHN R. MURPRHY

LRCULZT COURT JUDGE

z2nd go over there and they don’'t owe you no rant.
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Record at 24-25.
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COREY MILLER,

JAY SINGH,

Plaintiff-Appellee,
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DISTRICT COURT IN PART AND REMANDING

At a session of said Court, held
in the City of Detrolt, County
of Wayne, State of Michigan, on
MARCH 24, 20
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Far the reasons sef forth supra, we affirm the district
cours except for that for that pertion of he attorney’ s
faes/costs for the first circuit-court appeal and the award oI
5380 far depesit overcharge; and wWe Ieland TO oa® CoSLoich courtc
pursuant to the insiructions sunra
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EXHIBIT 7



AFFIDAVIT

JTC Grievance 02-14120

The undersigned. Laura Smith, states that if called as a witness in this mater, she
wiil testify as follows:

b

2)

a3
g

Lh

6)

~}
R

§)

[ have been a Certified Court Reporter for approximarely 17 vears.

For approximately the last 7 years, T have been a court reporter at Detroit’s
36™ District Court and during that entire period, | have weorked in the court
room of Judge Jeanette O'Banner Owens.

During the time I have worked for Judge Owens I have never seen her
extubit any conduct demonstrating bias or prejudice against a persen
because of their race, creed, national origin, gender, or any ather reason.

Reflecting back on my 7 years of service at the 36" Diswict Cours, which |
consider 1o be highly diverse in terms of the race and ethnic backgrounds
of those who come before the court, I can state categoncally that on the
average workday, persons from all walks of life and assorted ethnic
backgrounds appear before the court. I further believe that at no time have
I seen Judge Owens say or do anvthing that would even remotely suggest
that she has a bias or is prejudiced against persons who speak English with
an accent.

[ was the assigned court reporter at all four hearings held before Judge
Owens rom April 19, 2002 through August 21, 2002 regarding the case of
Miller v Singh No. 02-537602 and at no time did [ ever see, or hear
anything that caused me to believe Judge Owens was biased or prejudiced
agamst Mr. Singh.

[ have no recollection of Judge Owens ever telling Mr. Singh that he could
not order a hearing transcript. Also, if such a staternent where made while
the case was before Judge Owens, I would have reported 1t for transcript
purposes.

Judge Owens does not permit anyone to have ex parte communications
with her. Based upon my service with Judge Owens, [ am aware of and
have assisted in implementing this policy.

Wendy Bamnwell appeared before Judge Owens on June 21, 2002 and
August 21, 2002, I saw nothing that would indicate thar Judge Owens
engaged in an ex parte communication with Wendy Bamwell, or anvone
else for that marter on those dates.



9 The only problem I recall concerning Mr. Singh’s ordering of a transcript,
arose from the fact that he sent me a draft made out to himself. I sent it
back to him with an explanation. In my letter to him [ stated that I could
not accept that form of pavment. A copy of the draft and my
correspondence to Mr. Singh 1s appended.  When proper payvment was
received. | prepared and provided the transcript to Mr. Singh.

The undersigned states that the above information is true to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief.

\}524%««\(-4%%%07/{/ /83

Laupa Smith /7 Date

Subscribed and swom before me. this /3 o~ 4,

Dayof _ 22v 0, . 2003, a Notarv Public in
¢
and for . County,

Sute of Mot D
7

Notary Pubiic, ’
My Comrmission Expires: 3/ <4/ <&
s / !
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EXHIBIT 8



April 24, 2006

Vie Serifovski, Esq.
15450 E. Tefferson, Ste. 160
Grosse Pointe Park, Ml 48230

Re: Judge Jeanetie O'Banper-Owens

Dear Ms. Serifovski,

When we met on April 24, 2006, you asked me to provide vou with
information related to an incident that occurred in Judge Qwens courtroom in
July, 2005. This letter constitutes my recollection of that event.

[ am a court officer at the 36% District Court. In July, 2005, T recall an
incident that occurred in Judge Owens courtroomy although I am not certain of
the exact date. | have not been assigned to Judge Owens courtroom and on this
date, I just walked into her courtroom to say hello. To the best of my memory,
court was no longer in session, and Officer Bishop, Ms. Smith and [ were in the
courtroom when the Judge stepped 1N and said hello to me. We exchanged a few

friendly words and she ‘mformed me that she was a little upset because she
couldn’t find her purse.

While she was in the courtroom she made a comment to the effect of
“when intelligence leaves the room, only ignorance remains.” The comment Was
not directed at any specific person. [ personally did not know to what she was
referring. All that Lknow, 18 rhat the comment was made in a matter of fact
fashion and was not made in demeaning, intimidating tone, nor was it directed
at anyone in particular. 1 personally did not rake offense to it. After making the

comment, she then left. [ stayed for a few more minutes and also left when [ was
done with my work.

L

.

N,
“Sincerelv,

W

Y
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EXHIBIT 10



—

M P T P T o
Vie Saerllovski, Lag.
Moo e - -
15450 E. Jefrfarson, Suite lao
Grogsge Polnte Park, MI 43230
Re Judcoe Jeanetis C'ZRanner-Cwens
o~ Yol
Dear Mg. Sarifovsk.

As I stated fo you previcusly, I was the court reporiary
working con Cctokexr 27, 2006 and recall the felleowing avents
The Judge was prsparing to handle her civil matters thato
were scheduled on her decken, Ausornev James Abbett
appearad on behalf of the attcrney oI racord 1n Worldwide
Asser Dur-hasing v, Denige Dickewscr. Az I racall,
Mr. Abpbott came into the Judge’'s courtrsom wibh hRis c=2ll
phone in hand and it appearad that he was going to make or
receive a telephcne call. The Judge kindly requested chat
er

X [
My . Apbctt leave the ccourtrocem, as cell phone use 1s nav
allowed during court procsedings.
Mr Abbctt lein the ccocurtrcom apd aftar scme cther cases wer
called, the Judge called Mr. Apbctt’'s case, Worlidwide Asset

Purchasing v. Denise Dickerscn. Rosa informed the Judge
that Mr. Abkbott was representing the Plaintiff in that case
and the Judge and Rosa exchanged a faw words. The Judge

ﬂ
L

dismissed the case wlthout prejudi bacause nelther the
attorney of raccrd, nor the attecrney that was allegedl
thers to stand in on nis bpehall was present I1n the
CourTrocm.

Mr Abbctt, daily appears in many of the 36th District
Courtrocms and it is common Zor Mr. Apkbobt to nct be 1inn th
courtrocm when his case 1s called.

I
L
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? C‘“‘?’P‘ﬁ“‘ﬁj bn Cowr+ OLtcber

I Sodke A0 Tames #obhofr rega a/mj
yny Case | T 5?971&&{ a donsenT F
.amd Fhen L WLt Inside The o+
YT 0CkA T Sit éfﬁ‘u);ﬂ) Viis cxhbo*f‘r’“ dame
jn Shertly aFrer, a3 :’q.e,’ Came inyShe
:‘;I'uha"{gﬁ Starred _—%'L\Hi.inj T him about
50 m«ﬁt’x\'ln’ ‘lclna."f" I C[;T'a/n)'%‘ u}’?dﬁ‘f“ﬁ‘%'ﬁlhd{v
she then Fold Mr abbett o jeave 44
_d,ouw-%— Yoom lkeddluse fme, Aa@/ /'z/'ﬁ C&//
anhﬁ in his hand. When mr ako
Oame basS into the (ourt roem Yudze
Owens dalled a redess, Mrabbitt and T
JofF the Court room; he told me ‘fc_ga%—o
Juach at First cnd then he Fold me
40 Wart,; betause he wes 4o:ng 12 %ﬂ/\/ 7’3/;,:/
anothee Ldde So T waite and Warted
-ﬂu&ﬂ\/{,h:; goSigbant —fold me o go o funch,
I Came bhaeek andt e b bot+ O ame ah/
Qo1 me, we Wint Yo Hee Chicl Tadye
and Shie Sovcd Yhere (es na#mg She
Could dt} bedause juo{é{{ Cwens c\}mao/y

;mrlde_ heyv Ju#j&m%m—{. .
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